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DRAFT DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 41-47 are rejected under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being obvious over Bezos et al. (US pat. 
6,029,141). 

3. Bezos et al. teaches (independent claim 41 ) a method for tracking an offer to become an 
associate, comprising (col. 2 lines 19-47): sending to an associate applicant, which reads on a 
participant, an electronic-mail message that contains a web page (col. 2 lines 23-24), said web 
page being provided based on the offer; including a business agreement (col. 2 lines 25-29) that 
inherently includes at least one option to accept and refer or to opt out; inherently receiving from 
an accepting participant the option based on the selection to accept and refer; and updating the 
associate database (col. 2 lines 43^4) based on the selection. 

4. Bezos et al. does not teach using a database to determine at least one participant. Because at 
least some merchants maintain lists/databases of active customers, who are obvious candidates 
to become associates/participants, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, at the time of the invention, to add the use of a database to the teachings of Bezos et al. so 
as to determine at least one associate/participant. 

5. The referen ce also teaches claims 42 (the business agreement (col. 2 line 27) reads on a job 
description), 44 (col. 2 line 31), 45 and 47 (col. 2 line 42). The reference also teaches claim 43: 
Information on products offered by the merchant, an offer database, is provided inherently when 
the merchant provides access to its web site. The reference also teaches claim 46 inherently 
because the merchant must know the identity of the associate applicant/participant in order to 
send the enrollment software. 



